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Introduction

L am a sports fan. 1 am also a consumer whose welfare is sought to

be improved through this inquiry. As an interested party, I am submitting

comments on the relevant public policy, and_on the_vroposed meagsurement of
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A comment on the relevant public policy goal

The relevant public policy is congsumer welfare. This assumption
15 made in paragraph 9 of the Notice of Inguiry ("Notice"). This statement
is not very enlightening, however. The problem is trying to identify
more preclsely what really does promote consumer welfare,

Congress has evinced a concern with "[(A] significant reduction in the

sports programming available on free television.... Committee on
Enerqgy and Commerce, U.S. House of Representatives, H.R. Rep. No. 102-628,
102d Congress, 2d Sess. at 125, The entire menu of sports events

which are telecasted is relevant to an inquiry of consumer welfare.

The events on broadcast television are a substantial part of the
available menu. However, the availability of low cost cable to a

large portion of the population makes it important to view consumer

welfare as being impacted by the entire menu. The FCC 1s correct

in concluding that the focus should be on the availability of broadcast









better, but it would add the facet of seeing trends in the individual

mediwns.

Conclusion

I would like to conclude by stating that the two assumptions made
which must underly the analytical framework are not inconsistent with
each other. These assumptions are in paragraph 9 of the Notice, that
sports leagues and teams want to maximize net revenues and the protection
ot consumer welfare.

As stated above, the public interest in keeping sports on free
television is the output of a function of several related factors. Two
factors are the availability and cost of the medium. As more of the
population has access to affordable subscription television, the public
interest in keeping sports on free television diminishes.

I propose that the FCC should take no regulatory action, nor propose
any legislation in regard to sports migration. The market forces will
sufficiently act as a limitation on any excessive gsports migration,
Sports tranchises and leagues rely on fan goodwill to survive. If a
cable station offers a larger amount of money for the television rights
to a team, the team will look at the number of people who have access to
thhat medium before migrating. A team will not migrate if there will
be excess adverse fan reaction. A team will migrate only when the public

interest in keeping the events on free television is sufficiently low,



